Proceedings of the Royal Society of Medicine 12 andwas dedicated to AlexanderI, the Emperor of Russia. A second edition of this magnificent monograph which cost Alibert 100,000 francs was published in 1825 and was succeeded by a smaller and much less expensive work entitled " Precis theorique et pratique sur les maladies de la peau " in two volumes in 1810-18, the " Monographie des Dermatoses " in 1832 in two volumes, and the " Clinique del'Hopital Saint-Louis" in 1833.
In addition to his works on diseases of the skin Alibert deserves recognition, as Molinery has shown, for his pioneer work on hydrology. In his " Precis historique sur les eaux minerales les plus usitees en medecine " (1826) he mentions all the medical inspectors, chemists, pharmacists, and naturalists who have written on spas, and
gives an account of the watering places not only in France but in all parts of the world, as well as the benefits derived by the patients at Saint-Louis from the use of mineral waters. He was also the author of " Nouveaux Elements de Therapeutique ", of which the first edition appeared in 1804 and the fifth in 1826, and of " Nosologie Naturelle " in 1817. Besides these principal works Alibert made numerous contributions to periodical literature not only on dermatological subjects, but also on therapeutics, biography, and belles lettres. His " Physiologie des Passions " first published in 1825, of which a fourth and posthumous edition appeared in 1861, was translated into Spanish and German. This work won him the Montyon prize of 4,000 francs, which with characteristic generosity he gave to an old and impoverished writer.
In 1821 he was appointed professor of botany, but owing to the suppression of the medical faculty in 1822 he never actually occupied this chair. The following year, however, the faculty was reorganized, and a new chair of Therapeutics and Materia Medica was founded, of which he was the first occupant.
Alibert was the recipient of many other honours both at home and abroad. He was physician to Louis XVIII and Charles X, who created him a baron, member of the Academie de Medecine, president of the Societe d' Emulation, Officer of the Legion of Honour, and member of the Academies of Vienna, Madrid, Turin, and Saint Petersburg and of the societies of physical sciences of Gottingen and Jena.
In marked contrast with his pupil and subsequent opponent, the somewhat puritanical Biett, Alibert was fond of the so-called good things of this life, and his dinner parties, which were attended by a somewhat mixed society, were as celebrated as Sir Henry Thompson's " octaves ".
His death, which was due to haematemesis caused by cancer of the stomach, took place on November 4, 1837, at the age of 69. He left a fortune of 700,000 francs and was succeeded at Saint-Louis by P. L. A. Cazenave, the author of " Lecons sur les maladies de la peau professees 'a l'ecole de medecine de Paris ".
The high esteem in which Alibert was held is shown by the obituary notices which appeared not only in France (Reveille-Parise) but also in this country. The eminent rank which he held in contemporary society as well as an intimate picture of the man, is illustrated by the following extract which appeared in the Gentleman's Magazine of February 1838 where I first found the notice of hi3 death while searching for material for the section in Nature entitled " Science news a century ago ": " During the period of five succeeding reigns this celebrated physician has been the confidential physician and friend of the court of Paris, and in him France has lost another of her savants. Though on the verge of seventy, he until shortly enjoyed all the haleness and spirits of a young man. In appearance he had none of the care-worn pallid physiognomy which generally distinguishes medical men and particularly those of France, but was considerably embonpoint, ruddy and merry in countenance as he was in conversation. In short he was one of those few with whom we sometimes meet, who seem to have the power of casting a halo of cheerfulness around them; and this will be remembered with a pleasing regret by the numerous friends and admirers he has left behind him. His class, as a lecturer, was always full, and though often long, his Section of Dermatology 253 subjects from apt illustration and happy manner of delivery, were never tiresome ". The London Medical and Surgical Journal of November 28, 1837, p. 180, also paid him the following tribute: " We are grieved to inform our readers that Baron Alibert, the distinguished and venerable author of the splendid works on the Diseases of the Skin and on the Physiology of the Passions has paid the debt of Nature during the past week. He was for many years the most distinguished writer on cutaneous diseases in France, though inferior to our Willan and Bateman; his work on endermoid diseases is a record of the most careful observation. He did as much, if not more, for the elucidation of diseases of the skin, than any one of his contemporaries, either national or foreign; but he has been far excelled by MM. Biett and Rayer, whose opinions are more accordant with modern science."
In the United States, where dermatologists seem to take more interest in the history of their speciality than in this country, interesting articles on Alibert in recent years have been published by Montgomery and Beeson besides the reference made by Dr. Pusey to him in his " History of Dermatology."
In Fran(e many leading dermatologists such as Cazenave, Hardy, Thibierge, and Gaucher have paid tribute to his memory, and a richly documented Paris thesis on him by Alfaric was published in 1917. By far the most important work on Alibert, however, is the fascinating biography by Dr. Louis Brodier, physician and curator of the museum at Saint-Louis and President of the Societe Francaise d'histoira de la Medecine, who has verv kindly given me a copy of his work, and allowed me to reproduce one of the illustrations (fig. 1 ).
FIG. 1.
[By kind permission of Dr. L. Brodier.] The name of Alibert is always associated with the " tree of dermatoses ", a classification in which he sought to do for skin diseases what Linne and d3 Jussieu had done for plants. This tree, the idea of which had been suggested to him by Torti's scheme for classification of fevers, was simply a form of classification in which the trunk represented the skin, the branches the nosological families, the twigs the genera, and the leaves the varieties. The first six of the twelve families of skin diseases were arranged from below upwards on the left side and the last six from above downwards on the right (fig. 2) . It must be ccnfessed that this celebrated tree did not add to Alibert's glory, but rather tended to cover him with ridicule not only from irreverent medical students, but also from dermatologists such as Cazenave and Schedel, Gilbert, Devergie, Besnier and Doyon (Brodier). The severest criticism, how,ever, of the classification is that made by Bateman, who in the preface to his " Synopsis " speaks of it " as a splendid and pompous performance altogether destitute of method, except in the distinctions of the species under each genus ". " M. Alibert ", he declared, " with loud pretensions to superior skill, and much vaunting of the services which he has rendered this depart-mnent of medicine, has in fact contributed nothing to the elucidation of the obscurity in which it is veiled." Gaucher, however, while admitting that the idea of comparing a classification to a tree was not a very happy one, declared that the classification represented a great progress in dermatology, being really the first draft of a scientific and methodical study of the skin. Subsequently Alibert introduced another classification which Cazenave regarded as much inferior to the first, and to Alibert's intense chagrin a modification of Willan's classification by his former pupil Biett found more favour with the profession.
To what then does Alibert owe his high rank in the history of French medicine generally and of dermatology in particular ? In the first place following the example of Desault, who founded the first clinic for surgery and that of Corvisart, who did the same for medicine, at the Hotel-Dieu and Hopital de la Charite respectively, Alibert established the first independent clinic of dermatology at the Hopital S3int-Louii, w-here his lectures in front of the Pavillon Gabrielle were delivered during the spring and summer months in the open air like those of the ancient Greek philosophers (Alfaric) . Brodier describes him as a born teacher, characterized by lucidity, method and brilliance, eager to disseminate his ideas, and benevolent to his young students. His lectures were enlivened by brilliant metaphors, quotations from the classics, and practical jokes. A prostitute with a syphilitic eruption was exhibited as " a young priestess of Venus wounded by a perfidious arrow of Cupid ", and a boy with ulcerative lupus as " the victim of the bite of a devouring wolf ". On one occasion, to illustrate the excessive character of the desquamation in pemphigus foliaceus, he praduced a box full of scales which he sh3wered over those next to him to the delight of those beyond his reach.
Secondly, as Brodier has pointed out, Alibert was not entirely absorbed by the study of the skin lesions in his patients, but was penetrated by the importance of internal causes in dermatology, realizing that most cutaneous affections were merely leterminations to the skin of organic or humoral changes. Like Sir Erasmus Wilson' in this country, he held that to become a good specialist one must first learn the whole of medicine.
Thirdly, he described several new diseases, viz. mycosis fungoides, keloid, Aleppo boil, tinea amiantacea, pityriasis rubra, seborrhea and scleroderma (Brodier). Moreover, as Sternberg has shown, he w as one of the first to describe a case of acromegaly under the term of geant scrofaleux. Fourthly, he introduced the terms " dermatosis ", dermatolysis ", and "syphilides ", which found a permanent home in scientific nomenclature. His classical learning induced him to coin many more, such as melitagra for impetigo, ophlyctide for aphthae, onygosis for affections of the nail-bed, spiloplaxie, &c., but most of his neologisms suffered the same fate as those perpetrated by his contemporary Mason Good in this country, as I have shown elsewhere, and fortunately did not survive. Fifthly, although he is not to be compared with Trousseau, his successor in the chair of therapeutics, to whom this branch of medicine owes so much, he was by no means a therapeutic nihilist. His " Elements de Therapeutique " had no rival for over thirty years, when it was replaced by the celebrated wi-ork of Trousseau and Pidoux in 1836, and its merits -ere recognized by several of his successors in the same chair, namely Landouzy (1897) , Gilbert (1902) , and Marfan (1910) . He was also the author of a work entitled "L'art de formuler " (1818), and of a historical sketch of the mineral waters most frequently employed in medicine, which was reproduced in the fifth edition of his " Elements de Therapeutique '.
Sixthly, he was the first to introduce coloured illustrations into dermatological works. Seventhly and lastly, he made the H6pital Saint-Louis the Mecca of dermatologists throughout the world. ear, and shortly afterwards small raised lumps appeared there. In a few days a similar sequence of events happened in the armpits and then in the groins.
In July 1937 the patient was severely ill with a perforated gall-bladder, which was removed.
On examination.-Raised urticarial-looking papules and plaques were present behind both ears. In the axillse there were similar lesions and some of the plaques resembled condylomata lata. At the upper end of the inner aspect of the thighs the lesions were papules, some of which had coalesced; there were a few isolated papules on the lower abdominal wall. All the lesions were dry and there were neither signs nor history of vesicles and bullaw.
Wassermann reaction negative. White blood-cell count 8,000. (Differential: Polys. 68%; eosinos. 2%; large monos. 3%; lymphos. 27%.) Hi8tological 8ection.-The epidermis shows a moderate acanthosis, spongiosis in places, and some migrating cells. There is a certain amount of cedema of the papillary body with an infiltration of lymphocytes, polymorphonuclear and eosinophil leucocytes, and there are also newly formed and dilated capillary vessels. The distinctive feature of the section is an intra-epidermal abscess with a great number of eosinophiles, leucocytes, and also the debris of cells.
The diagnosis suggested is pemphigus vegetans, although dermatitis herpetiformis cannot be excluded. The patient has not taken any medicine recently.
Discussion.-Dr. W. N. GOLDSMITH asked whether the question of fungous infection had been considered. He had seen cases of fungous infection causing raised, cushiony, urticarialike lesions.1 Dr. GORDON said he agreed with Dr. Goldsmith, as he had seen lesions of this raised erythema multiforme type with a well-marked scaling edge from which fungus was recovered.
1 Dr. Goldsmith has since examined the histological section and been convinced that the eruptioui was a variety of pemphigus vegetans.
